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liark Crouch 
426 Sintjle “v<;, , 

Collins I’ax'k, 
hew Caatld, 1)L iy720 

Dear ^‘ark, 

Tlianks for your undated, iiuxiled Monday. If you chants your mind I have a fe;j copies 
of othei’ books thiit ar<? dtinaged a bit and you are welootie to any you'd lilce. 

I'm into so much, hiwe so much correrspondence, mid with a failint, memory (of the 
recent past, not tl^e distant) I have no recollection of what I wrote you. However, 

I encourage you to address a question Harry lias not been able to; wliy would nnyono fake 
photogra])hic evidence to disprove what the alleged faking is supposed to validate? Until 
you can do this, I see no purjjose served in doctoring any of the film. As you will see in 
Post Horten, it entirely destroys the official 2solution." 

Tliis is merely one of the real problems in tliooriKinj; who conspired. For ex<-imple, 
where you say all the cpnspiraoies were one, hwjffever many are conceived. 

On lifton: I think his problem is not memory » 

On wlio did the covering up, first you have to establish that there was a conspiracy 
to cover up and then you have to identify quite a few people because a very large number 
were part of it. Tliat it was not spontaneous, not the way the system usually vjorks, will 
not be easy for mi informed person to do. Some of it begin before it was possible for 

orders to do it vfiero possible. 

V , 

I tliink it can bo argued tlifit the FBI mid the Comi.iission v/ere ma^or, if not the 

major, components of the coverup. Do you tliinlc either had miytliing to do with tlie 
assassination, the IcLlling? I do not and 4 know of no substmitial reason even to suspect 
either. Vfhat does, tliio do to considering all elements part of one conspiracy. 

Tlio problem people lilce you face is tliat almsot all you know is what was written by 
those with a conspiracy ax to gridft./ For exmaple, •‘^ifton, Bcheim, Davis. Where wlmt 
they say is not false it 11156 is misleading because of wlvit they omit mid how they angle. 
■*’his influences the tldnking mid understmiding of even some v/ell-informed readers. 

'file one tiling that is certain is that the official evidence itself leaves it beyond 
question, there was a conspiracy to kill. Offhand, and I'm a bit tired and sleepy, I can't 
tliink of anytliing tliat now can responsibly bo added. There is notlilng wrong with addressing 
possibilities in tliinking but I thinlc it is very wrong to present thoujdits as established 
fact. 

Consider tlvit you may have a horsepcart problem. I tliink you do. First you luive to 
established who conspired to kill. Until you do tliat you have no basis for any next steps. 
And as of now I know of no basis for establishing tliis. It certainly was not necessary 
for then to be /art of the cisvering up. Nor does the fact tliat there was covering up have 
to mean that it was to prbect the killers or because they were part of the same cabal. 

Best wishes. 



